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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The following is a Final Office Action in response to the Amendment received 
on 25 June 2007. Claims 1 and 24 been amended. Claims 1-44 are pending in this 
application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



3. Claims 1-4, 7-9, 15-18, 23-25, 27-30, 32-35 and 41-43 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,889,096 (hereinafter Spriggs). 



4. As per claim 1, Spriggs discloses a remote data viewing system for use in a 
process plant having a plurality of data source applications, each of which collects or 
generates entity data pertaining to one or more different entities within the process 
plant, the remote data viewing system comprising: 
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a primary data collection platform adapted to collect the entity data pertaining to 
the one or more different entities within the process plant from the data source 
applications (col. 8, lines 31-42), 

wherein two or more of the plurality of data source applications each 

present the entity data in different formats (col. 11, lines 12-21 and 47-53, i.e. 

"the devices known supported protocol"); 

a database (Fig. 1, element 80) adapted to store the entity data pertaining to 
the one or more different entities (Fig. 1, element 60 and 70) within the process plant 
collected by the primary data collection platform (col. 8, lines 43-45); 

a web server (i.e. Microsoft SQL Server) coupled to the primary data collection 
platform (col. 8, lines 45-47) and adapted to provide remote access to the entity data 
stored in the database (col. 8, lines 54-58) at one or more remote platforms (col. 3, 
lines 43-48, col. 9, lines 58-66 and col. 10, lines 10-18, col. 40, lines 5-8 and Fig. 2, 
element D sub. N); and 

a display application (Fig. 2, element 100) stored on a computer readable 
memory and adapted to be executed on a processor within one of the One or more 
remote platforms to create a display for the entity data (col. 9, lines 55-66, col. 10, 
lines 10-18), the display including a navigational tree having a plurality of sections 
specifying different categories of entity data in the database and a display view (col. 8, 
lines 64-67, col. 9, lines 1-2 and Fig. 6 and 7, element 154), wherein the display 
application enables a user to select the different ones of the sections of the navigational 



Application/Control Number: 10/801,195 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2121 

tree to specify different entity data to be displayed (col. 16, lines 52-59) and presents 
the entity data associated with a selected section of the navigational tree in a 
predetermined viewing format (col. 5, lines 41-59), 

wherein the predetermined viewing format is a common display format for 
presenting entity data associated with each of the plurality of sections specifying 
the different entity data to be displayed (col. 15, lines 63-67). 

5. As per claim 2, Spriggs discloses the predetermined viewing format organizes the 
entity data based on device tags (Fig. 6 and 7, element 112) associated with the entity 
data (col. 16, lines 52-55). 

6. As per claim 3, Spriggs discloses the predetermined viewing format includes a 
display of audit trail data (col. 2, lines 52-59, col. 11, lines 47-57, col. 12, lines 20-22, 
col. 16, lines 52-55 and col. 33, lines 60-65) associated with the device tags (col. 33, 
lines 39-41). 

7. As per claim 4, Spriggs discloses the predetermined viewing format includes a 
display of configuration data (col. 29, lines 18-30) associated with the device tags (col. 
33, lines 39-41). 
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8. As per claim 7, Spriggs discloses the navigational tree includes a section 
specifying one or more plant locations (col. 8, lines 64-67 and col. 9, lines 1-2) 
associated with the entity data within the process plant (col. 5, lines 10-26). 

9. As per claim 8, Spriggs discloses the navigational tree includes a section 
specifying one or more physical networks (col. 8, lines 64-67 and col. 9, lines 1-2) 
associated with the entity data within the process plant (col. 5, lines 10-26). 

10. As per claim 9, Spriggs discloses the navigational tree includes a section 
specifying alerts (Fig. 13, element 262) associated with the entity data within the 
process plant (col. 26, lines 45-57). 

11. As per claim 15, Spriggs discloses the navigational tree includes a section 
specifying user defined favorite data associated with the entity data within the process 
plant (col. 35, lines 7-10, col. 36, lines 47-63 and Fig. 16, element 208). 

12. As per claim 16, Spriggs discloses the navigational tree includes a section 
specifying audit trail events (col. 2, lines 52-59, col. 11, lines 47-57, col. 12, lines 20-22, 
col. 16, lines 52-55 and col. 33, lines 60-65) associated with the entity data within the 
process plant (col. 26, lines 45-57). 
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13. As per claim 17, Spriggs discloses the navigational tree includes a section (Fig. 6 
and 7, element 112) specifying device tags (col. 33, lines 39-41) associated with the 
entity data within the process plant (col. 16, lines 52-55 and col. 33, lines 37-39). 

14. As per claim 18, Spriggs discloses an alert polling application which polls one or 
more devices within the process plant for alert information (col. 12, lines 26-30) and 
which sends the alert information to the remote platform for presentation via the 
predetermined viewing format (col. 12, lines 30-34). 

15. As per claim 23, Spriggs discloses the navigational tree includes multiple 
sections, wherein each of the multiple sections specifies a different category of entity 
data (col. 8, lines 64-67, col. 9, lines 1-2 and Fig. 6 and 7, element 154) and wherein 
each of the multiple sections includes one or more associated predetermined viewing 
formats (col. 5, lines 41-59) used to view the entity data when selected by a user (col. 

16. lines 52-59). 

16. As per claim 24, Spriggs discloses a method of viewing entity data generated in a 
process plant having a plurality of data source applications, each of which collects or 
generates entity data pertaining to one or more different entities within the process 
plant, the method comprising: 
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collecting the entity data pertaining to the one or more entities within the 
process plant at a primary data collection platform (col. 8, lines 31-42) from the 
plurality of data source applications, wherein two or more of the plurality of data source 
applications each present the entity data in different formats (col. 11, lines 12-21 and 
47-53, i.e. "the devices known supported protocol"); 

storing the collected entity data in a database associated with the primary data 
collection platform (col. 8, lines 43-45); 

accessing the database from a remote site (Fig. 2, element D sub. N) 
geographically separated from the primary data collection platform (col. 3, lines 43-48, 
col. 8, lines 45-47, col. 9, lines 58-66 and col. 10, lines 10-18 and col. 40, lines 5-8) to \ 
obtain at least a portion of the entity data stored in the database (col. 8, lines 54-58); 

displaying (Fig. 6 and 7, element 154) a navigational tree at the remote site (col. 
9, lines 55-66, col. 10, lines 10-18), the navigational tree including a plurality of 
sections specifying categories of the entity data in the database (col. 8, lines 64-67, col. 
9, lines 1-2); and 

displaying a display view at the remote site in conjunction with the navigational 
tree (col. 16, lines 52-59), wherein the display view presents entity data in a 
predetermined viewing format in response to a selection of one of the sections of the 
navigational tree (col. 5, lines 41-59), 
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wherein the predetermined viewing format is a common display format for 
presenting entity data associated with each of the plurality of sections specifying 
different entity data to be display (col. 15, lines 63-67). 

17. As per claim 25, Spriggs discloses accessing the database includes using a web 
server (col. 8, lines 54-58 and i.e. Microsoft SQL Server) located at a second site 
geographically separated from the remote site (Fig. 2, element D sub. N) to access the 
entity data stored in the database (col. 3, lines 43-48, col. 9, lines 58-66 and col. 10, 
lines 10-18, col. 40, lines 5-8). 

18. As per claim 27, Spriggs discloses displaying the navigational tree includes 
displaying a first section of the navigational tree that organizes the entity data based on 
one or more plant locations within the process plant (col. 5, lines 10-26, col. 8, lines 64- 
67 and col. 9, lines 1-2). 

19. As per claim 28, Spriggs discloses displaying the display view at the remote site 
includes presenting entity data (col. 16, lines 52-55) in a predetermined viewing format 
that organizes the entity data based on device tags (Fig. 6 and 7, element 112 and col. 
33, lines 39-41) in response to a selection Of a section of the navigational tree (col. 16, 
lines 55-59). 
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20. As per claim 29, Spriggs discloses the entity data includes audit trail data (col. 2, 
lines 52-59, col. 11, lines 47-57, col. 12, lines 20-22, col. 16, lines 52-55 and col. 33, 
lines 60-65) associated with the device tags (col. 33, lines 39-41). 

21. As per claim 30, Spriggs discloses the entity data includes configuration data 
(col. 29, lines 18-30) associated with the device tags (col. 33, lines 39-41). 

22. As per claim 32, Spriggs discloses displaying the navigational tree includes 
displaying a first section of the navigational tree that organizes the entity data based on 
one or more physical networks associated with the process plant (col. 5, lines 10-26, 
col. 8, lines 64-67 and col. 9, lines 1-2). 

23. As per claim 33, Spriggs discloses displaying the navigational tree includes 
displaying a first section (col. 5, lines 10-26, col. 8, lines 64-67 and col. 9, lines 1-2) of 
the navigational tree that organizes the entity data based on alerts generated within the 
process plant (col. 12, lines 39-45, col. 17, lines 16-21 and Fig. 7, element 124). 

24. As per claim 34, Spriggs discloses displaying the navigational tree includes 
displaying a section associated with active alerts and wherein displaying the display 
view includes presenting active alert entity data in a predetermined viewing format in 
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response to a selection of the section associated with the active alerts (col. 12, lines 39- 
45, col. 17, lines 16-25 and Fig. 7, element 124). 

25. As per claim 35, Spriggs discloses displaying the navigational tree includes 
displaying a first section associated with polling for alerts generated within the process 
plant (col. 12, lines 26-30), further including initiating an alert polling application that 
polls for alerts within the process plant in response to a selection of the first section of 
the navigational tree (col. 13, lines 61-67 and 1-8) and wherein displaying the display 
view includes presenting alert data obtained by the alert polling application in a 
predetermined viewing format in response to the selection of the first section of the 
navigational tree (col. 13, lines 54-60). 

26. As per claim 41, Spriggs discloses displaying the navigational tree includes 
displaying a first section of the navigational tree (col. 5, lines 10-26, col. 8, lines 64-67 
and col. 9, lines 1-2) associated with audit trail entity data (col. 2, lines 52-59, col. 11, 
lines 47-57, col. 12, lines 20-22, col. 16, lines 52-55 and col. 33, lines 60-65). 

27. As per claim 42, Spriggs discloses displaying the navigational tree includes 
displaying a first section (Fig. 6 and 7, element 112) of the navigational tree associated 
with entity data (col. 16, lines 52-55) organized by device tags (col. 33, lines 39-41). 
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28. As per claim 43, Spriggs discloses displaying the first section of the navigational 
tree includes one or more sub-sections associated with device tags organized by one or 
more of all devices and assigned devices (col. 5, lines 10-26, col. 8, lines 64-67 and col. 
9, lines 1-2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §103 

29. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

30. Claims 5, 6, 10-14, 20, 21, 31, 36-40 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Spriggs in view of U.S. Patent Publication No. 
2003/0149608 (hereinafter Kail). 

31. As per claim 5, Spriggs teaches to the predetermined viewing format (Fig. 6 and 
7, element 112) includes a display of data (col. 16, lines 52-55) associated with the 
device tags (col. 33, lines 39-41). 

Spriggs does not expressly teach to calibration data. 
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Kali teaches to calibration data (pg. 9, par. [0165] and Fig. 32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include calibration 
data to synchronize and coordinate activities across multiple manufacturing sites (pg. 1, 
par. [0003]). 

32. As per claim 6, Spriggs does not expressly teach the calibration data includes a 
result of at least one calibration procedure. 

Kali teaches the calibration data includes a result of at least one calibration 
procedure (pg. 9, par. [0165] and Fig. 32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include calibration 
data that includes a result of at least one calibration procedure to synchronize and 
coordinate activities across multiple manufacturing sites (pg. 1, par. [0003]). 

33. As per claim 10, Spriggs teaches the navigational tree includes a section 
specifying entities associated with the entity data within the process plant (col. 8, lines 
64-67, col. 9, lines 1-2 and Fig. 6 and 7, element 154). 



Application/Control Number: 10/801,195 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2121 

Spriggs does not expressly teach to calibration entities. 

Kail teaches to calibration entities associated with the entity data within the 
process plant (pg. 9, par. [0165] and Fig. 32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include calibration 
entities associated with the entity data within the process plant to synchronize and 
coordinate activities across multiple manufacturing sites (pg. 1, par. [0003]). 

34. As per claim 11, Spriggs does not expressly teach the calibration entities include 
at least one calibration route defined within the process plant. 

Kali teaches to the calibration entities include at least one calibration route 
defined within the process plant (pg. 9, par. [0165] and Fig. 32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include at least 
one calibration route defined within the process plant to synchronize and coordinate 
activities across multiple manufacturing sites (pg. 1, par. [0003]). 
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35. As per claim 12, Spriggs does not expressly teach the calibration entities include 
calibration schedule information for at least one device within the process plant. 

Kali teaches to calibration schedule information for at least one device within the 
process plant (pg. 9, par. [0165] and Fig. 32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include calibration 
schedule information for at least one device within the process plant to synchronize and 
coordinate activities across multiple manufacturing sites (pg. 1, par. [0003]). 

36. As per claim 13, Spriggs does not expressly teach the predetermined viewing 
format includes a search engine that enables searching for calibration schedule data 
based on a priority of a calibration procedure. 

Kali teaches to a search engine that enables searching for calibration schedule 
data based on a priority of a calibration procedure (pg. 9, par. [0165]-[0166], Fig. 32 
and Fig. 33, i.e. automatic sort). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
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the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include a search 
engine that enables searching for calibration schedule data based on a priority of a 
calibration procedure to synchronize and coordinate activities across multiple 
manufacturing sites (pg. 1, par. [0003]). 

37. As per claim 14, Spriggs does not expressly teach the predetermined viewing 
format includes a search engine enabling searching for calibration schedule data based 
on a time or date associated with a calibration procedure. 

Kail teaches to a search engine enabling searching for calibration schedule data 
based on a time or date associated with a calibration procedure (pg. 9, par. [0165]- 
[0166], Fig. 32 and Fig. 33, i.e. automatic sort). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include a search 
engine enabling searching for calibration schedule data based on a time or date 
associated with a calibration procedure to synchronize and coordinate activities across 
multiple manufacturing sites (pg. 1, par. [0003]). 
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38. As per claim 20, Spriggs does not expressly teach a search engine that searches 
entity data in the database and presents the entity data located in the search according 
to the predetermined viewing format. 

Kali teaches to a search engine that searches entity data in the database and 
presents the entity data located in the search according to the predetermined viewing 
format (pg. 9, par. [0165]-[0166], Fig. 32 and Fig. 33, i.e. automatic sort). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include a search 
engine that searches entity data in the database and presents the entity data located in 
the search according to the predetermined viewing format to synchronize and 
coordinate activities across multiple manufacturing sites (pg. 1, par. [0003]). 

39. As per claim 21, Spriggs does not expressly teach the search engine includes a 
display field having search fields specifying parameters associated with the entity data. 

Kali teaches to a search engine includes a display field having search fields 
specifying parameters associated with the entity data (pg. 9, par. [0165]-[0166], Fig. 
32 and Fig. 33, i.e. automatic sort). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include a search 
engine includes a display field having search fields specifying parameters associated 
with the entity data to synchronize and coordinate activities across multiple 
manufacturing sites (pg. 1, par. [0003]). 

40. As per claim 31, Spriggs does not expressly teach the entity data includes 
calibration data associated with the device tags. 

Kail teaches to calibration data (pg. 9, par. [0165] and Fig. 32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include calibration 
data to synchronize and coordinate activities across multiple manufacturing sites (pg. 1, 
par. [0003]). 

41. As per claim 36, Spriggs teaches to displaying the navigational tree includes 
displaying a first section of the navigational tree that organizes the entity data based on 
events within the process plant (col. 8, lines 64-67, col. 9, lines 1-2 and Fig. 6 and 7, 
element 154). 
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Spriggs does not expressly teach to calibration events. 

Kail teaches to calibration events (pg. 9, par. [0165] and Fig. 32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include calibration 
events to synchronize and coordinate activities across multiple manufacturing sites (pg. 
1, par. [0003]). 

42. As per claim 37, Spriggs does not expressly teach the calibration events include 
at least one calibration route defined within the process plant. 

Kali teaches the calibration events include at least one calibration route defined 
within the process plant (pg. 9, par. [0165] and Fig. 32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include the 
calibration events include at least one calibration route defined within the process plant 
to synchronize and coordinate activities across multiple manufacturing sites (pg. 1, par. 
[0003]). 
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43. As per claim 38, Spriggs does not expressly teach the calibration events include 
at least one calibration schedule defined within the process plant. 

Kali teaches the calibration events include at least one calibration schedule 
defined within the process plant (pg. 9, par. [0165] and Fig. 32). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include the 
calibration events include at least one calibration schedule defined within the process 
plant to synchronize and coordinate activities across multiple manufacturing sites (pg. 
1, par. [0003]). 

44. As per claim 39, Spriggs does not expressly teach displaying the display view 
includes providing a search engine enabling searching for calibration schedule data 
based on a priority of a calibration procedure. 

Kail teaches a search engine enabling searching for calibration schedule data 
based on a priority of a calibration procedure (pg. 9, par. [0165]-[0166], Fig. 32 and 
Fig. 33, i.e. automatic sort). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
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the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include a search 
engine enabling searching for calibration schedule data based on a priority of a 
calibration procedure to synchronize and coordinate activities across multiple 
manufacturing sites (pg. 1, par. [0003]). 

45. As per claim 40, Spriggs does not expressly teach displaying the display view 
includes providing a search engine enabling searching for calibration schedule data 
based on a time or a date associated with a calibration procedure. 

Kail teaches to a search engine enabling searching for calibration schedule data 
based on a time or a date associated with a calibration procedure (pg. 9, par. [0165]- 
[0166], Fig. 32 and Fig. 33, i.e. automatic sort). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include a search 
engine enabling searching for calibration schedule data based on a time or a date 
associated with a calibration procedure to synchronize and coordinate activities across 
multiple manufacturing sites (pg. 1, par. [0003]). 

46. As per claim 44, Spriggs teaches the remote site to enables a user at the remote 
site (col. 3, lines 43-48, col. 9, lines 58-66 and col. 10, lines 10-18, col. 40, lines 5-8 
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and Fig. 2, element D sub. N) to access to the entity data in the database (col. 8, lines 
54-58) and to present the entity data according to the predetermined viewing format 
(col. 5, lines 41-59). 

Spriggs does not expressly teach to a search engine view. 

Kail teaches to a search engine view (pg. 9, par. [0165]-[0166], Fig. 32 and Fig. 

33). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include a search 
engine view to synchronize and coordinate activities across multiple manufacturing sites 
(pg. 1, par. [0003]). 

47. Claims 19, 22 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Spriggs in view of U.S. Patent Publication No. 2004/0230897 (hereinafter Latzel). 

48. As per claim 19, Spriggs does not expressly teach the web server includes a first 
application that acquires the entity data from the primary data collection platform as 
XML data and includes a second application that places the XML data into a web page 
using the predefined viewing format. 
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Latzel teaches to the web server includes a first application that acquires the 
entity data from the primary data collection platform as XML data and includes a second 
application that places the XML data into a web page using the predefined viewing 
format (pg. 3, par. [0043]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include a web 
server that includes a first application that acquires the entity data from the primary 
data collection platform as XML data and includes a second application that places the 
XML data into a web page using the predefined viewing format to conveniently edit and 
generate web sites, and provide simplified automated editing of web sites, requiring 
less technical expertise (pg. 1, par. [0006]). 

49. As per claim 22, Spriggs teaches to a web server substantially the same as 
claimed but does not expressly teach the web server includes an application that 
acquires event data from the primary data collection platform in response to a request 
from one of the remote platforms, places the acquired event data into a web page 
using the predetermined viewing format and sends the web page to the one of the 
remote platforms. 
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Latzel teaches to the web server includes an application that acquires event data 
from the primary data collection platform in response to a request from one of the 
remote platforms, places the acquired event data into a web page using the 
predetermined viewing format and sends the web page to the one of the remote 
platforms (pg. 3, par. [0043]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include the web 
server includes an application that acquires event data from the primary data collection 
platform in response to a request from one of the remote platforms, places the 
acquired event data into a web page using the predetermined viewing format and sends 
the web page to the one of the remote platforms to conveniently edit and generate web 
sites, and provide simplified automated editing of web sites, requiring less technical 
expertise (pg. 1, par. [0006]). 

50. As per claim 26, Spriggs does not expressly teach the second site is 
geographically separated from the primary data collection platform. 

Latzel teaches to a second site is geographically separated from the primary data 
collection platform (pg. 4, par. [0051]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/801,195 Page 24 

Art Unit: 2121 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Spriggs to include a second 
site that is geographically separated from the primary data collection platform to 
conveniently edit and generate web sites, and provide simplified automated editing of 
web sites, requiring less technical expertise (pg. 1, par. [0006]). 

Response to Arguments 

51. Applicant's arguments, see pgs. 9-11, filed 25 June 2007 with respect to claims 
1-4, 7-9, 15-18, 23-25, 27-30, 32-35 and 41-43 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection for 
independent claims 1 and 24. 

52. Applicant argues that the prior art fails to teach, the paraphrased limitation of "a 
display that presents entity data in a predetermined common format, where the entity 
data is collected or generated by data source applications that present the entity data in 
different formats". The examiner respectfully disagrees. 

The Examiner emphasizes that all anticipated components and limitations 
of pending claims are present in the prior art as supported below. In addition, the 
Examiner notes the paraphrased limitation of "a display that presents entity data in a 
predetermined common format, where the entity data is collected or generated by data 
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source applications that present the entity data in different formats" was newly 
presented in the Amendment After Non-Final received on 25 June 2007 by the Office, 
and has been addressed as set forth in the Office Action above. 

Spriggs discloses (col. 11, lines 12-21) "A portable data collector module, a 
TDXnetRTM. data collector module (communications processor) manufactured by 
Bently Nevada Corporation located in Minden, Nev., and an OPC data collector module 
are specific examples of data collector modules 50 for specific data acquisition devices 
60. These modules collect the data via each of the devices known supported protocol 
and convert it to a standard input that is received by the core data acquisition module 
22 for further processing." 

(col. 11, lines 47-53) "Referring now to FIG. 4, the data acquisition core module 
22 provides a data-conditioning layer between the physical world and both the database 
module 80 and the display module 100. Uniquely, the data acquisition core 22 includes 
means for real time interfacing with both the database module 80 and the display 
module 100 for providing real time export and real time display of data." 

(col. 15, lines 63-67) "A key to the design of the system 10 is its ability to 
normalize these inputs into a predefined standard so it is easy for the database 82 to 
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store data and for the display application to present data in a consistent manner 
regardless of its source." 

53. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant 
relies (i.e., the data source application have their own presentation format) are not 
recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re 
Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

54. Applicant's arguments, see pgs. 9-11, filed 25 June 2007 with respect to claims 
5, 6, 10-14, 19-22, 26, 31 and 36-40 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection for independent 
claims 1 and 24. 

55. Claims 5, 6, 10-14, 19-22, 26, 31 and 36-40 stand rejected as set forth above. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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The following references are cited to further show the state of the art with 
respect to information management and navigation. 

U.S. Patent Publication No. 2007/0033521 discloses a method and system are 
provided for tagging, indexing, searching, retrieving, manipulating, and editing video 
images on a wide area network such as the Internet. 

U.S. Patent Publication No. 2007/0150822 discloses a distributed user interface 
(UI) system includes a client device configured to render a UI for a server-based 
application. 

U.S. Patent No. 7,171,468 discloses a method and system for accessing a 
network-based document server application from a client. 

U.S. Patent No. 7,197,517 discloses an easy to use graphical user interface (GUI) 
for displaying, navigating, and selecting hierarchical database segments and fields. 

U.S. Patent No. 7,207,005 discloses a translation management system in a 
computer environment. 
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Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jennifer L. Norton whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3694. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Knight can be reached on 571-272-3687. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
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information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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